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2 | WILLIAM A. MUNDELL A7 Comi
Chairman UGOL e
3 (| JIM IRVIN )
Commissioner
4 | MARC SPITZER
Commissioner
5
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF DOCKET NO. E-01345A-02-0707
6 | ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR
AN ORDER OR ORDERS AUTHORIZING IT TO Arizona Corporation Commission
7 { ISSUE, INCUR, OR ASSUME EVIDENCES OF g é %\WT = D ‘
LONG-TERM INDEBTEDNESS; TO ACQUIRE A DO g )
8 [ FINANCIAL INTEREST OR INTERESTS IN AN o
AFFILIATE OR AFFILIATES; TO LEND MONEY LOT 032002
9 || TO AN AFFILIATE OR AFFILIATES; AND TO ‘ o
GUARANTEE THE OBLIGATIONS OF AN T S L d)f(/
10 | AFFILIATE OR AFFILIATES
11 REPLY TO ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY RESPONSE TO
12 MOTION TO INTERVENE

13 On September 16, 2002, Arizona Public Service Company’s (“APS”) filed its Application
14 | in the above-captioned docket. Far from being a simple ﬁnancing matter, APS seeks

15 | Commission authorization to, among other things, acquire a financial interest or interests in an
16 | affiliate or affiliates. So there is no misunderstanding, those affiliates are PWCC, APS’s parent,
17 | and PWEC, the owner of two merchant power plants that will compete with other merchant

18 | generators for the contestable portion of APS’s Standard Offer Service load as identified in

19 | Decision No. 65154 and to be fully determined in the Track B proceeding. APS itself

20 [ acknowledges that its Application is not simply a request to borrow a few bucks. Rather, it is
71 || “evidence of the Company’s continued desire to find a solution to the need to permanently

79 | recapitalize the financing of the PWEC Assets, as was discussed at great length by the

73 | Commissioners during the August 27" Special Open Meeting that resulted in Decision No.

74 | 65154.” Application at 6 [emphasis added, footnote omitted].

25 Panda Gila River, L.P., (“PGR”) was an intervenor and active participant in the

26 | proceedings that led to Decision No. 65154 and was also an active participant in the August 27th
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discussions referenced in APS’s Application. As part of those discussions, PGR counsel
identified a number of issues that had to be addressed during any hearing on an APS attempt to
“unify” the generation assets owned by PWEC with those owned by APS. The Commissioners
did not express objection to those issues and the proceeding actually broke for a short time so
that the parties, including PGR, could craft language relating to the unification issue. It is this
language that APS cites on page 2 of its Application where it “requests that the Commission’s
Hearing Division issue a Procedural Order, as called for by Decision No. 65154 (September 10,
2002)....” Application at 2. The Commissioners expressed no objection to what was PGR’s
clearly expressed intention to participate in whatever unification effort APS came up with in
response to the Order. It is simply disingenuous for APS to suggest that it is pursuing the
Application called for by Decision No. 65154, to address issues raised by the Commission’s
decision in that proceeding, yet suggest that parties the Chief Administrative Law Judge already
determined have a substantial interest in that proceeding and a right to intervene, suddenly have

no interest in a proceeding that largely would have the same result.

APS’s argument is made even more disingenuous by the fact that APS argued, and
through its rehearing request continues to argue, that the issue of financing for its merchant
affiliates in the absence of divestiture was a Track A issue. At the August 27" Special Open
Meeting, APS argued that the Commission should rule on this issue in the Track A Order as the
merchant intervenors had the right to cross-examine APS witnesses and present testimony on the
subject at the Track A proceeding. The Commission rejected that approach and called for a
separate proceeding. APS now asserts that neither the merchant intervenors, nor apparently
anyone else, have the right to present testimony or question its witnesses before it takes a
financial stake in an affiliate. APS simply must not be permitted to have it both ways. Its
Application and response to intervention both make it clear that this docket is inextricably

intertwined with the generic proceeding, and, only is necessitated by the outcome of that
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proceeding. As a party to that proceeding, PGR has already been determined to have interests
that are directly and substantially affected by the generic proceedings and it should be considered
res judicata that PGR and the other merchant intervenors have interests that will be directly and
substantially affected by a proceeding that APS argues is not only a direct result of the prior

proceeding but specifically discussed and authorized by that proceeding.

Even if the issue is not considered res judicata, PGR’s interests clearly have the potential
to be directly and substantially impacted by APS’s Application. First, the Commission has
ordered APS to acquire certain amounts of power from the competitive market. PGR and the
other merchant intervenors have spent significant time and effort, along with Staff, the
Commission and multiple other parties, to develop a procurement process, addressing such issues
as affiliate code of conduct, credit and deliverability. The Application has the potential to affect
each and every one of those areas in a direct and substantial way and thereby affect PGR’s rights

in a direct and substantial way.

The most obvious direct and substantial effect is APS’s credit-worthiness. In particular,
PGR and others similarly situated have a substantial interest in developing for the record the
effect on APS’s credit rating of lending half a billion dollars to a 100% merchant plant portfolio
given that APS will be a counter-party under any competitively procured power contracts. If
APS’s credit rating is diminished as a result of its “loan” to its affiliate, it may no longer be a
viable commercial counter-party. APS has spent substantial time at the Track B proceedings
ruminating about the credit strength of merchant intervenors. Credit-worthiness is a two-way
street, however. If APS is not able to retain a commercially acceptable credit rating as a result of
its financial support of its affiliate, then the competitive procurement ordered by the Commission
would fail as would the wholesale market. There should be no mistake, this is not an
“expansion” of the proceeding. Rather, it is simply part of the public interest finding the

Commission is required to make as the Commission has already determined that competitive
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procurement is in the public interest. The proposed financing simply has the ability to infect
every aspect of competitive procurement and those parties who have fought to have competitive
procurement have a direct and substantial interest in making sure that procurement is not affected
by the Application. If APS believes, and can show the Commission, that there will be no such

effect, the hearing should be quick and painless.

APS is also off base when it argues that PGR is “assuming the unfamiliar role of
consumer advocate” and that those interests can be addressed by Staff and RUCO. PGR is a
consumer, an APS ratepayer for a variety of commercial needs at the facility which will increase
as the facility becomes operational. PGR is not, however, a residential consumer and thus its
interests are not RUCO’s concern. While PGR has faith that Staff will do an excellent job of
addressing APS’s Application in accordance with its statutory mandate, Staff’s involvement in a
proceeding also is not a substitute for an affected party’s involvement. If that were the case,
intervention would never be allowed for any ratepayer or party other than Staff. As an APS
ratepayer whose interests are not represented by any other party, PGR has a direct and substantial
interest in the proceeding which, contrary to APS’s argument that PGR is an improper consumer

advocate, standing alone would provide a basis for granting the requested intervention.’

* APS tries to downplay the ratepayer role in addressing its financing application by arguing in
its objection to intervention that the “approval of the financing does not imply any specific rate-
making treatment of either the financing itself or for any use of the proceeds therefrom.” APS
Response to Intervention at 4. In a footnote APS apparently takes the position that this
Commission should follow a California like path of “implement now and ask questions later” by
asserting that any potential rate impact is hypothetical and premature. These assertions miss the
mark and obfuscate the real issue. The issue for this Commission to address is whether the
proposed Application is in the public interest. The only way for the Commission to make such a
finding is to understand the potential ratemaking implications of its decisions, all potentials, and
their likelihood of occurrence, not to wait until the regulated utility is in bankruptcy and the state
is buying power. As a ratepayer of APS, PGR, like other ratepayers, has a direct and substantial
interest in assuring that the Commission has all the appropriate information to make its public
interest finding and entities which would be directly and substantially affected by such a finding
should be permitted to intervene.
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It is well settled Arizona law that the right to intervene should be liberally construed.
Bectel v. Rose, 150 Ariz. 68, 772 P.2d 236 (1986) (intervention “is remedial and should be
liberally construed with the view of assisting parties in obtaining justice and protecting their
rights.") (citations omitted). The fact that APS’s response does not cite Arizona Commission
cases rejecting intervention is a testament to Arizona’s policy of liberally addressing
intervention. As noted above, PGR has been an intervenor and an active participant in each of
the Commission’s pending dockets concerning electric competition. Suffice it to say, any
decision by the Commission to allow, partially allow, or even disallow, APS’s request, will have
a “direct” and “substantial” impact on electric restructuring and intervention is therefore

appropriate. See A.A.C. R14-3-105 (“Rule 105”).

Recognizing a lack of Arizona law in its favor, APS cites to cases from other jurisdictions
for the proposition that intervention is inappropriate in this case. These three cases are
distinguishable and provide no precedential or even persuasive value. For example, in In Re Ohio
Power, 148 P.U.R. 4th 447 (1993), APS correctly points out that both interveners had an interest in
the financial impact of Ohio Power Company’s (“OPC” ) financing strategy. However, the denial
of intervention was based more on the status and desires of the two interveners than on the merits of
their intervention rights. One, the Industrial Energy Consumers (“IEC”), was a consumer group
concerned about the possible impact the financing terms would have on the future rate base
calculations by the utility. The second, the Sierra Club was concerned with the whether OPC
would be able to comply with certain environmental regulations due to the obligations created as a
result of the financing application. The Commission noted that both interveners could and should
litigate their concerns in subsequent proceedings and that “protracted proceedings on the financing

application [were] in nobody’s interest.” Id.

First of all, in this case there are no other proceedings. In this case, the heart of the

proceedings precipitating APS’s Application were to develop wholesale competitive markets in
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Arizona. The Commission is further required to make a finding that APS request is in the public
interest, a finding that requires a determination that the Application does not unduly burden or skew
competition the Commission has already said is in the public interest. Thus, unlike Ohio Power,

participation by competitors and consumers in this proceeding at this time is in everybody’s

interest. Delay will simply exacerbate any problems not addressed up front.

As with the Ohio Power case, APS’s citation to this next case is also misleading. While it
is true that the Commission found that “[t]here is no ‘right’ to intervention”, the Commission based
its rationale on the fact that the asset recovery acceleration was “not [the] type of proceeding which
call[ed] for extensive participation.” See In the Matter of the Petition of GTE Northwest
Incorporated for Depreciation Accounting Changes, 1997 WUTC LEXIS 25 (1997). APS is not
simply seeking to accelerate asset recovery, but rather, to enter into a nebulous financial transaction
with a merchant generation affiliate where it will incur half a billion dollars in additional liabilities
and take a financial interest in the merchant affiliate at the very time it is required to competitively
procure its power needs. A transaction which is sure to have a direct and substantial impact on, not
only the competitive markets that this Commission has been trying to define and build for the past

few years, but also the ratepayers of Arizona.”

Finally, although the Florida Commission did hold that economic damages alone do not
constitute a “substantial interest,” there is much more at stake in the instant proceeding than
economic damages to PGR. As stated by PGR and the other merchant intervenors previously, there

is a substantial interest in ensuring that the APS application does not adversely “affect the amount,

? This, and other commissions have carefully scrutinized affiliate transactions in the past. See,
e.g., Tucson Electric Power Company, Decision No. 59224 (1995) (applying higher of market or
cost pricing standard for affiliate transactions); San Diego Gas and Electric. Co., 166 PUR 4th
276 (Ca. Pub. Util. Comm’n 1992) (same); Duke/Louis Dreyfus L.L.C., 73 FERC § 61,309 at
61,868-69 (1995) (discussion FERC’s intreraffiliate transaction rules).

> See In Re: Petition Monsanto Company for a Declaratory Concerning the lease Financing of a
Cogeneration Facility, 1986 Fla. PUC. LEXIS 351 (1986).
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timing, and manner of the competitive procurement process.” See Commission Decision No.
65154 (Track A Order, p. 33, 1. 10-14). Unlike the Florida situation cited above, APS’s
Application and subsequent financing scheme will have a direct impact on other proceedings to
which PGR and the other merchant’s already are a party. Far more than an economic interest, PGR
and the other merchants have an interest in protecting the competitive procurement process. PGR is
here to protect the right to compete, a right the Commission has already recognized as being in the

public interest.

Finally, the Commission should reject APS’s unfounded assertion that PGR’s
involvement will unduly broaden these proceedings. PGR has no reason to waste the
Commission’s time by responding to wholly unfounded and inappropriate assertions about
PGR’s conduct in prior proceedings. APS clearly knows the way to the Commission if it
believes any discovery request or other action by another party is inappropriate or outside the
scope of issues. The fact that there were no such rulings in the extensive prior proceedings

speaks for itself.

PGR will respond, however, to APS’s assertion that “during the Procedural Conference
on September 24, 2002, Panda/TECO and some of the Track B Merchant Intervenors raised the
new issue of whether the APS financing application could result in an ‘unfair competitive
advantage’ to the Company’s affiliates.” This is false. What PGR pointed out is that APS’s
Application raises that issue because it repeatedly makes assertions about its competitive
situation and the competitive impact of the financing. See Application at 4-7. If PGR learned
anything from APS’s Track A behavior, it is that PGR must affirmatively address every assertion
made in an APS pleading, whether clearly erroneous or irrelevant, as APS will assert that the
information was accepted by others if they do not challenge such assertions. PGR raised

nothing at the procedural conference that was not in APS’s Application.
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As PGR stated at the September 24® Procedural conference, the relevant Arizona statutes
tell us what areas of inquiry are relevant. A.R.S. §§ 40-285 and 40-301 and A.A.C. R14-2-804
each require the Commission to make specific findings. Those requirements set the parameters
of the hearing and the ALJ can closely monitor the proceeding to make sure that the inquiry is
not being expanded beyond the appropriate scope necessary for the Commission to make the

statutorily required findings.

For the reasons outlined above, PGR respectfully requests that the Commission grant its

Motion for Leave to Intervene in this matter.

Dated: October 3, 2002 PANDA GILA RIVER

. Eisenstat
ichael R. Engleman

Frederick D. Ochsenhirt

Dickstein Shapiro Morin & Oshinsky, LLP
2101 L Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

Attorneys for TPS GP, Inc.

--and--

Jay L. Shapiro

Fennemore Craig

3003 N. Central Ave., Suite 2600
Phoenix, AZ 85012

Attorneys for Panda Gila River, L.P.
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ORIGINAL and 10 copies
filed this 3 day of October, 2002 with:

Docket Control

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Copy of the foregoing hand-delivered
this 3 day of October, 2002, to:

CHAIRMAN WILLIAM MUNDELL
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

COMMISSIONER JIM IRVIN
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

COMMISSIONER MARC SPITZER
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

HERCULES DELLAS, AIDE TO CHAIRMAN MUNDELL
Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

KEVIN BARLAY, AIDE TO
COMMISSIONER IRVIN

Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

PAUL WALKER, AIDE TO COMMISSIONER SPITZER
Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 W. Washington St.

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Chris Kempley, Chief Counsel

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
Legal Division

1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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19
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LAND AND WATER FUND OF THE ROCKIES
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2260 Baseline Road, Suite 200
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
900 Commodore Drive, Building 107
San Bruno, California 94066-5006

Barbara S. Bush

COALITION FOR RESPONSIBLE ENERGY EDUCATION
315 West Riviera Drive

Tempe, Arizona 85252

Sam Defraw (Attn. Code 00I)

Rate Intervention Division

NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
Building 212, 4th Floor

901 M Street, SE

Washington, DC 20374-5018

Rick Lavis

ARIZONA COTTON GROWERS ASSOCIATION
4139 East Broadway Road

Phoenix, Arizona 85040

Steve Brittle

DON’T WASTE ARIZONA, INC.
6205 South 12th Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85040

COLUMBUS ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.
P.O. Box 631
Deming, New Mexico 88031

CONTINENTAL DIVIDE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE
P.O. Box 1087
Grants, New Mexico 87020

DIXIE ESCALANTE RURAL ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION
CR Box 95
Beryl, Utah 84714

GARKANE POWER ASSOCIATION, INC.
P.O. Box 790
Richfield, Utah 84701

ARIZONA DEPT OF COMMERCE
ENERGY OFFICE

3800 North Central Avenue, 12th Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85012
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ARIZONA COMMUNITY ACTION ASSOC.

2627 N. 3rd Street, Suite 2
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

TUCSON ELECTRIC POWER CO.
Legal Dept — DB203

220 W 6th Street

P.O.Box 711

Tucson, Arizona 85702-0711

A.B. Baardson

NORDIC POWER

6463 N. Desert Breeze Ct.
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Steve Montgomery
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600 14th Street, N.W., Suite 800
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Rio Rancho, New Mexico 87124
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16 | INTERNATION BROTHERHOQOD OF
ELECTRICAL WORKERS, L.U. #1116
17 1750 S. Tucson Blvd.
Tucson, Arizona 85716-5698

18
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19 {| CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS
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CITY OF PHOENIX

22 | Attn: Jesse Sears, Assistant Chief Counsel
200 W Washington Street, Suite 1300

23 | Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611

24 | *William J. Murphy

CITY OF PHOENIX

25 | 200 West Washington Street, Suite 1400
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Paul W. Taylor

R W BECK ,
14635 N. Kierland Blvd., Suite 130
Scottsdale, AZ 85254-2769

James P. Barlett

5333 N. 7th Street, Suite B-215
Phoenix, Arizona 85014

Attorney for Arizona Power Authority

*Jay I. Moyes

MOYES STOREY

3003 N. Central Ave., Suite 1250

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Attorneys for PPL Southwest Generation Holdings, LLC; PPL EnergyPlus, LLC and PPL
Sundance Energy, LLC

Jimoyes@lawms.com

Stephen L. Teichler

Stephanie A. Conaghan

DUANE MORRIS & HECKSCHER, LLP
1667 K Street NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20006

Kathy T. Puckett

SHELL OIL COMPANY
200 N. Dairy Ashford
Houston, Texas 77079

Peter Q. Nyce, Jr.
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
JALS-RS Suite 713

901 N. Stuart Street

Arlington, Virginia 22203-1837

Michelle Ahlmer

ARIZONA RETAILERS ASSOCIATION
224 W. 2nd Street

Mesa, Arizona 85201-6504

Dan Neidlinger

NEIDLINGER & ASSOCIATES
3020 N. 17th Drive

Phoenix, Arizona 85015

Chuck Garcia

PNM, Law Department

Alvardo Square, MS 0806
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87158
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1 || Sanford J. Asman
570 Vinington Court
2 { Dunwoody, Georgia 30350-5710

3 | *Patricia Cooper
AEPCO/SSWEPCO

4 || P.O. Box 670

Benson, Arizona 85602
5 || Pcooper@aepnet.org

Holly E. Chastain

SCHLUMBERGER RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT SERVICES, INC.

5430 Metric Place

Norcross, Georgia 30092-2550

No TN < HEEES H o)

Leslie Lawner

ENRON CORP

10 [ 712 North Lea

Roswell, New Mexico 88201
11
Alan Watts

12 || Southern California Public Power Agency
529 Hilda Court

13 [ Anaheim, California 92806

14 | Frederick M. Bloom
Commonwealth Energy Corporation
15 [ 15991 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 201
Tustin, California 92780

16
Margaret McConnell

17 | Maricopa Community Colleges
2411 W. 14th Street

18 | Tempe, Arizona 85281-6942

19 [ Brian Soth

FIRSTPOINT SERVICES, INC.
20 | 1001 S.W. 5th Ave, Suite 500
Portland, Oregon 92704

21
Jay Kaprosy

22 { PHOENIX CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
201 N. Central Ave., 27th Floor

23 | Phoenix, Arizona 85073

24 | Kevin McSpadden

MILBANK, TWEED, HADLEY AND
25 | MCCLOY, LLP

601 S. Figueroa, 30th Floor

26 | Los Angeles, California 90017
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M.C. Arendes, Jr.

C3 COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
2600 Via Fortuna, Suite 500
Austin, Texas 78746

*Patrick J. Sanderson

ARIZONA INDEPENDENT SCHEDULING
ADMINISTRATOR ASSOCIATION

P.O. Box 6277

Phoenix, Arizona 85005-6277
Psanderson@az-isa.org

*Roger K. Ferland

QUARLES & BRADY STREICH LANG, L.L.P.
Renaissance One

Two North Central Avenue

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2391
Rferland@quarles.com

Charles T. Stevens

ARIZONANS FOR ELECTRIC CHOICE & COMPETITION
245 W. Roosevelt

Phoenix, Arizona 85003

Mark Sirois

ARIZONA COMMUNITY ACTION ASSOC.
2627 N. Third Street, Suite 2

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

*Jeffrey Guldner

Jeff Guldner, Esq.

SNELL & WILMER

400 E. Van Buren,

One Arizona Center

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0001
jguldner@swlaw.com

Steven J. Duffy

RIDGE & ISAACSON PC

3101 N. Central Avenue, Suite 740
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

*Greg Patterson

5432 E. Avalon
Phoenix, Arizona 85018
Gpatterson@aol.com
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*John Wallace

Grand Canyon State Electric Co-op
120 N. 44th Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, Arizona 85034-1822
Jwallace@gcseca.org

Steven Lavigne

DUKE ENERGY

4 Triad Center, Suite 1000
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180

Dennis L. Delaney

K.R. SALINE & ASSOC.
160 N. Pasadena, Suite 101
Mesa, Arizona 85201-6764

Thomas L. Mumaw, Esq.

Senior Attorney

Pinnacle West Capital Corporation
P. O. Box 53999 MS 8695

Phoenix, AZ 85072-3999
Thomas.Mumaw(@pinnaclewest.com

Kevin C. Higgins

ENERGY STRATEGIES, LLC
30 Market Street, Suite 200
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

*Michael L. Kurtz

BORHM KURTZ & LOWRY
36 E. Seventh Street, Suite 2110
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
Mkurtzlaw@aol.com

David Berry
P.O. Box 1064
Scottsdale, Arizona 85252

*William P. Inman

Dept. of Revenue

1600 W. Monroe, Room 911
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
InmanW @revenue.state.az.us

*Robert Baltes

ARIZONA COGENERATION ASSOC.

7250 N. 16th Street, Suite 102
Phoenix, Arizona 85020-5270
Bbaltes@bvaeng.com
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*Jana Van Ness

APS

Mail Station 9905

P.O. Box 53999

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-3999
Jana.vanness@aps.com

David Couture

TEP

4350 E. Irvington Road
Tucson, Arizona 85714

*Kelly Barr

Jana Brandt

SRP

Mail Station PAB211

P.O. Box 52025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025
Kjbarr@srpnet.com
Jkbrandt@srpnet.com

Randall H. Warner

JONES SKELTON & HOCHULI PLC
2901 N. Central Avenue, Suite 800
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

John A. LaSota, Jr.

MILLER LASOTA & PETERS, PLC
5225 N. Central Ave., Suite 235
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Peter W. Frost

Conoco Gas and Power Marketing
600 N. Dairy Ashford, CH-1068
Houston, Texas 77079

Joan Walker-Ratliff

Conoco Gas and Power Marketing
1000 S. Pine, 125-4 ST UPO
Ponca City, Oklahoma 74602

*Vicki G. Sandler

C/o Linda Spell

APS Energy Services

P.O. Box 53901

Mail Station 8103

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-3901
Linda_spell@apses.com
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*Lori Glover

STIRLING ENERGY SYSTEMS
2920 E. Camelback Rd., Suite 150
Phoenix, Arizona 85016
Lglover@stirlingenergy.com

*Jeff Schlegel

SWEEP

1167 Samalayuca Drive
Tucson, Arizona 85704-3224
Schlegelj@aol.com

*Howard Geller

SWEEP

2260 Baseline Rd., Suite 200
Boulder, Colorado 80302
Hgeller@swenergy.org

*Mary-Ellen Kane

ACAA

2627 N. 3rd Street, Suite Two
Phoenix, Arizona 85004
Mkane@azcaa.org

* Aaron Thomas

AES NewEnergy

350 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2950
Los Angeles, California 90071
Aaron.thomas@aes.com

*Theresa Mead

AES NewEnergy

P.O. Box 65447
Tucson, Arizona 85728
Theresa.mead@aes.com

*Peter Van Haren

CITY OF PHOENIX

Attn: Jesse W. Sears

200 W. Washington Street, Suite 1300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611
Jesse.sears@phoenix.gov

*Robert Annan

ARIZONA CLEAN ENERGY INDUSTRIES ALLIANCE
6605 E. Evening Glow Drive

Scottsdale, Arizona 85262

Annan@primenet.com
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Curtis L. Kebler

RELIANT RESOURCES, INC.

8996 Etiwanda Avenue

Rancho Cucamonga, California 91739

*Philip Key

RENEWABLE ENERGY LEADERSHIP GROUP
10631 E. Autumn Sage Drive

Scottsdale, Arizona 85259

Keytaic@aol.com

*Paul Bullis

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
1275 W. Washington Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Paul.bullis@ag.state.az.us

*Laurie Woodall

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
15 S. 15th Avenue

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
Laurie.woodall@ag.state.az.us

*Donna M. Bronski

CITY OF SCOTTSDALE
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
Dbronski@ci.scottsdale.az.us

*Larry F. Eisenstat

Frederick D. Ochsenhirt

DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO MORIN & OSHINSKY LLP
2101 L Street, NW

Washington, DC 20037

Eisenstatl@dsmo.com

Ochsenhirtf@dsmo.com

*David A. Crabtree

Dierdre A. Brown

TECO POWER SERVICES CORP.
P.O.Box 111

Tampa, Florida 33602
Dacrabtree@tecoenergy.com
Dabrown@tecoenergy.com
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1 | *Michael A. Trentel

Patrick W. Bumett

2 [ PANDA ENERGY INTERNATIONAL INC
4100 Spring Valley, Suite 1010

Dallas, Texas 75244
Michaelt@pandaenergy.com
Patb@pandaenergy.com

w

5 [ ARIZONA REPORTING SERVICE, INC.
2627 N. Third Street, Suite Three
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-1104

N N

Jeffrey B. Guldner

Faraz Sanei

8 |l Snell & Wilmer

One Arizona Center

9 || 400 East Van Buren Street
Phoenix, AZ 85004-2202
10
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